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^ear Harry, ^ I , 1 1/20/92 

I could not possibly make full and adequate response to the questions you ask in your 
1l/l9 in less than <£{ cpuple of books, I'm snowed under with mail and my own work, and I've 
also had a vifeal nronchial infection for several weeks that has me more tired and less able* 

Tliat you have to ask some of these questions ought prompt you to back off'aM^and 
take stock, ask yourself how much you really know about the established fact rather than 
theories. They should also get you to ask yourself if there is anybody you do not con- 
sider a possible conspirator. I fear for you because, increasingly you reflect a lack of 
control and spread youBself and your suspiciond all over the place. 

S^ome of your questiihs are really paranoid. One catches my eye: Did I know that Mc^loy 
was in Dallas 11/22 , when Nixon -was and what do Y iuiow about "the 'party/' at Murchison’ s...." 

■1-his is solidly sick and I'm going to ignore all that kind of rubbish with wjjich you 
disgrace your^intelligence and make unfeasonable demands of me. 

I'm not going to be able to sit and respond, certainly not at anything like the length 
required. I 11 nibble away when and as ^ can. I've used a highlighter on .your letter to 
citch your eye. 

M a. ■/' 

There is an unidetifled copy of a memo for the Prison file, I presume from Rothermei, 

referring to wliat Sue Fitch allegedly said about me. 

Buck Ferrell is a racist and Sue eas supposed to be the Ferrell^4 good friend. So, if 
I remember correctly, she told the FBI that Buck should be a suspect in the ^‘ing assassi- 
nation. Less than two months prior to the date of this memo Sue was falling all over herself 
to be holpfiul to me, as in driving me around, the one time Jwas in Dallas that we saw 
each other, 11/68. No, 1 guess not that date but we saw each other only a coup/e of times 
on one of my Tips and there is no basis for her extremist crap about me* I've never had 
any connection with any Russian nationals. Period! 

I hope this give you an idda of what you are silly enough to immerse yourself in. Cut 
it out completely before you have real trouble from it. And from them. Those people lie 
without realizing they lie because what they say is what they want to be and they then 
believe it. 

Before I lay this aside for a while, i^ary is as rightwing as she seems tojife. She 
has never been secret about tins or pretended to anything else. She also has anever, to my 
knowledge, def/eded the Warren Report. She is not part of any plot of any kind. You will 
harm yourself greatly if you push that kind of notion because wi^ile there are many who do 
not agree with her beliefs they will all resent the kind of baseless defamation you give me. 
And Id do hope nobody elsei 

Where she work/and for whom is irrelevant and hhe is hardly independently wealthy. I 
Used to work for Pierre gupont and Walter ^nnenberg. What does that make me? Set off that 
kind of irrational kicjiT, furry, before you hurjr yourself 1 
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Another questikn you ask lean dispose of easily: what do jt. think of Penn Jones' 
"information." u ffhand 1 can^n; now think of anything that came from him that was informa- 
tion. The closest to reality he cameras when he saw a flea and described it ashpit 
bull. He waS paranoid when I first met him, wailing all night that ^"they" were aping to 
kill us all. Tliat was in 1966. It is all poppycock. Including the so-called "mysterious" 
deaths. 

One other thing so you can understand Kothermel. I took the manuscript of Farewell 
America to him so he could be prepwred for what it says about Hunt, for which I know of 
no basis in fact at all and befiause it Has an enormous disinformation by the French CIA, 
the^ SDEOE . I also gave him cfeo of the crazy Chrrison/Boxley charts of the assassination 
conspiracy as they imaged it the time they made that chart up. Ilothermel ga\/e ±t to the 
Fallas FBI. According to the report they wrot£ that 1 have, he said it was my chart, t^iat 
I believed that guff. ]L sent him a copy of that and of several otlQer gBI reports and he 
was then and since has been silent. H 0 t a word from him 0 Xou will be foolish not to anti- 
cipate that he may be doing something similar with you. 

I have another opinion I do not want to forget: get out of there before you ruin 
yourself and get so confused you'll never screw he your head on right again, Y 0 u are 
out of your depth and are really wild in what you say. I can only wonder about what you do 
if you say these things. 

You will probably see Bowron, from what you say, before you llaee this, t hope you 

O • 

abandon entirely trying to make a point or get her to say what you would like her to say 
and just let her talk and talk and talk and record it. Aside from this being the only 
honest way to work, you have a good chance of blwjoing something that can be wi^pthwhile 
if you do other than' J urge* let her remember and let her talk, without trying to influence 
her in any* way. 

Resumed 1 1/22/92: In yesterday's mail was a Baltimore City Paper with its article on ASK. 

I have no interest in ASK but when I saw your picture I let everything else go and read 
it. as 1 feared, you have made a mark of youriseld'by your boasting and ‘other excesses. You 
may some day be confronted with a collection of such sillinesses and beWiously embarrassed 
or have a book undermined by it. *ou are chilxsh when you say that you are going to "break" 
the case shortly and it you believe this then you should reallj be taking stock. As I!fae 
fold you often and you ignore, there is established basic fact of the assassnation and you 
are not really familiar with it. tod theorized solutionfmust conform with whit is e^ablished- 
and you doxM know what that is. 

You ask whjt garrison wound up flogging thd CIA. 7^4 actually began that way. You do 
not understand garrison -and paid no attention to what J told you long ago: what he did 
not crib and enlijSge upon he just made up. No substance tiz> anything at all from him. 
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I did not know that everyone is done on Boxley/Wood but there can be a good reaoon: 
he went out and made up what seemed to suppost what Garrison made up. That he had been 
CIA. is irrelevant because he wa5 not working for it then<> Ymu are at least for the moment 
in love with "a conspiracy based in Dallas" so you. are inclined to have faith in one he 
had there "base on good information." Bullshit! He had no good information a&jout anything 
that was relevant. espite your affection for it know of no "information" establishing 
that there was a ^alls-based conspiracy. You are pluming Perry Mason,;!Jbd that can be 
ruinous. Jt is not what at any time mayieem to be possible. There must be a factual 
basis for all ouch suspcions. Pact, not mere suspicion. 

Khat you now ask*i me "where does a ilteer fit in" proves that you lack the knowledge 

^ J J _ 

of the basic fact that is essential in any kind ox theorizing other than kid stuff, "e 
fits in with nothing at all. You clearllj misunderstand what j- wrote. 

Mary ferr&ll did not "tkke researchers over." If they wound up believing a3 she did 
they also began that way. And which one of them has been of any significance? 

There is intense interest in Farewll America because the ignormauses pretending to 


be researchers like the crap that SDECE made up to disinform~KH the Godtbfcf critics^ 
especially that fink Banther u arrison. I'm not going to take time for a long story but 
my taking the ms to Ho'fhermel and what I a later did prevented Garrison from going ape, as 
he'd planned and the Clfi's french pal SDECE intended, over that stuff that Lamarre 
just made up. The book was titled L'Amerique }3rple. Garrison suggested Farewell America. 
That zany actually believe it was the KGB leaking to him! I broke up the last; effort 
Lamarre made and he has been silent since. He was known as an oil specialist for French 


intelligence in tliis country, under the name Lamarre. I do not know if it is his real name. 
The names "James ^epburh," he says, is a Fpench pun, for I love U epburn, meaning “udrey. 

I'm not going to waste any more time j^tijing to explain or to argue with you about 
the autopsy film. Wot at least until you answer the ^uestiin I've asked you from the first. 
If you do not understand the report of the DJ panel, that is your problem and it exists- 
onlj begause you begin with a preconception that was not based on fact and are unwilling 
to face the fact that you did and cling to it Still. In a simple response, that report 
utterly destroys the Vfarren Report and if you can^b understand that .without any explan- 
atioiFTEafnryou are far put of your depth on the enture thing. B e sideS which you are 
ignorant in saying that "Clark did lose lose his cool" on it. The panel was not even his 
idea, it was from the "hite House, wher<£> it Was ^ohn f>, Koche's idea. The rest :of what 
you say in tliis gra^, penult on page 2, I cannot understand, But the only reason that 
report was disclosed is that it was essential in preventing Garrison from having the right 
to use tliat evidence and the paranoid Garrison dropped it as a CIA plot against him- it 
was Ms own idea! !!- the minute he won in court. I was there and I made Ms winning possible 


so x know what Y am talking about. 



Harry, I'm trying to be your friend, and to be helpful to you but I cannot again take 
this tHriri of time to respknd to utter foolishness and that is what all yoli ask an^go into 
is. i± also reflects your lack of knowledge of the fact of^ho case itself, a major 
inhibition and one that can lead you into real trouble, iou just do not have your feet 
on the Tgood ground on this. ‘ L ou ar£ trying to live a n^vel, and that wonit work, 
except as against your interest, lour letter tells me that you are utterly lost in a 
w31d dream and that you have gone out of your way to make enemies who can. hurt ybu with 
no basis at all, only childish suspicions, as of ffary gerrell. 

iln all of thin you are also wasting time you could put to good use if you were 

not so intent on being mPerry Mason and so inextricably tied to an untenable theory 

you could entertain only from a knowledge of the basic fact that has been established* 
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Frahkly, I am aghast that you reflect this by your not underiStanding what the DJ 
panel report really says and means — and this after X spelled it all out for Bfn you and 
for others. 

So far as a sking me not to talk about you to others, you know 1 do not and that 1 • 


have never uttered a word in public incri,ttcism^qf youjjrjour work..'- In fact I som y 
times, as recently as yesterday and the day bef^e^erTit was appor^ate/ praise/ you for 
your interviews of the doctors, while XHB&oavoiding any other comment, ^o the best of my 
recollection, I never have except in speaking to Rick and David who were working for you. 

X do not want to spend any time that way, in any event, at thi3 stage of my life 
when there is so much X want to do for which I'll not have time. 

p ease do yourself a favor, n arry, stand Off and take stock. A ou are wasting yourself, 
have already hurt yourself and can hurt yourself more, and you'll soon have everyone 
convinced that you .are some kind of nut. 

Please do not ask me to take any more time this way.- 

I wish you well and hope you can work yourself out of the corner into which you i 

seem to be so intent on painting yourself, 

sincerely, , / . „ 


Darold Weisberg 
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I've just noticed your author 1 s Preface for I suppose HT 3. |^ou ask if Ji_ object to 
any of tliat coiaraentary and ^it|Q accurate on H.E. Sprague. I do not mean ’‘to be insulting 
but if I am going to get you to try and understand where you are x must be blunt, lou say 
that "the car came out from'^idHXHMthxthH^beneath the tree "at frame 210. Ity all respects 
this is wrong-really ignorant of the basic fact again. x t was not "beneath" but was 
obscured by the tj£^ee to begin with and at ^kame 210 it was not "out from beneath"it. 

For that one frame there was a efar spacejif tlirough the branches and leaves. This according 
to t /\e Y/arren ^'epmrt, not HSCA. 

I agree with what yc»u ay about Sprague getting those picture. I got him to do it. . 

But be aware that he later started accusing people of being CIA agents. 

Nice guy but I've not seen or heard from him in years. 

I have no reason to believe and do have reason not to believe that he made any copy 
of the Zapruder film available to anyone. 

I tiiink you do not need cracks like the wrong policeman in the wrong place especially 
when you may be wrong because your source may be. But is tliis kind of crack necessary 
or does it tend to make you appear to be a crank? 

I supohse ^ou have a reason for singling Sprague out but it is not clear and because 
you do I think you should explain why you do. 

I have no objection to your doing this. BuT it may lead others to criticize you 
and you don^vt need any more of that. 

H 



